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The Athenian Mercury. 


Queft. 1. V Hy was Barrennefs counted 
a greater Curfe in the Levi- 
tical Law than in the prefent Age? 

Anf{w. One Reafon why our Women are 
not fo very defirous of Children as theirs, 
may be, becaufe the Fewi(h Women had much 
eafier Labour than other JVations; as in the 
Story of the Egyptian Midwives —— befides, 
their Country being warmer, made it yet gentler 
than ’tis with ours in colder Climats.— But 
the reafon why they thought Barrennefs fo 
great a Curfe, more efpecially, was, becaufe 
the Women all expected to be the Adother of 
their promifed Meffiah, the very hopes whereof, 
and the Honour. they expected to receive there- 
by, owtweighed all the pains they could en- 
dure— which Honour, if without Children, 
they mutt de/pair of, and *twas this principal- 
ly, as good Authors tell us, which made *em 
in that Age fo impatient of Barrenne/s. 

Queft. 2. How many years before the Crea- 
tion was Lucifer calt from Heaven ? 

Anfw. Awife Quejtion— How many years? 
when there was no fuch thing as Days, or 
Months, or Years, or even Time it felf, which 
is only the meafure of the heavenly Bodies. For 
which reafon we can have no clearer Notion 
of Duration before the World began, than 
we have of Infinite or Eternal— Nor is’t fo 
much as certain, the Angels were created be- 
fore the World (tho’ they might in the very 
beginning of it, the Heaven and all the Host 
of Heaven, as Mofes tells us, being part of 
the fix days Work.) and confequently, we can 
have no certainty, that the Apoftacy of the 
Angels wasat all before the Creation, 

Quett.3. On what grounds doth Mr.Cowley 
fay, that the Q. of Sheba bad a Child by K.So- 
lomon, when no Author befides mentions it ? 

Anfw. If Mr. Cowley fays fo, he has Autho- 
rity enough for a Poet to ground a4 Fancy on— 
For befides old Tradition, all the Ethiopian or 
Abyffinian Hiftories pofitively affirm the fame ; 
nay, thew us a long Succeffion of Kings from 
this Son of bers, tho’ “tis more than probable 
they were miftaken, both in the Queen and 
her Son. 

Quett. 4. We read in the Hiftory of Cain— 
that he defired God fhould {et a mark upon him, 
left any finding bim, fhould {lay him,--- How could 
any {lay him ,there being no people at that time 
in the World befides Adam, Eve, and bimfelf ? 

Anfw. Suppofing there had been zo others in 
the World, yer Guile caufes Fear, and Fear, 
we know, is unreafanable— Bat the Querift 
is very haity in faying, there were then x0 o- 

ther perfons in the World betides ddam, Eve, 
and Cain, which he can never proves; and 
the contrary thereof is alinolt demonfrrable 
from the Sacred Hsftory; for immediately af- 
ter his <urther of Abel, when Cam went 
out from the prefence of the Lord, Mention 1s 


made of his Wife,— and in the fame verfe, 
of a City which he built, probably within a 
year after, which none can think he could do 
without the afi/tance of others. Abel might 
have Children, whom he would have rea/on to 
fear ;—-Adam might have ‘more Children than 
are named; nay, we are certain he had fo, 
for Gen.5. v. 4. we read, that befides Cain,4- 
bel, and Seth, he begat Sons and Daughters. 

Queft. 5. Our Saviour faid to the good 
Thief on the Crofs,— This day thou fhalt be 
with me in Paradile.——- The Apoftles Creed 
fays— Our Saviour,— the third day arofle a- 
gain from the Dead: Ist poffible to reconcile 
thefe together ? 

Anfw. Veryeafily. None are fo foolifh te 
think our Saviour’s Bedy and Soul died toge- 
ther.— His Body we are fure defcended into 
the Grave, or Hell, and rofe not again till che 
third day. His perfom, all that was man in 
him, was inthe /rare of the Dead, or ftate o 
Separation,— but his Sow! was in Parad 
where he prcmifed the good Thief, -he thould, 
that very day, be with him, and undoubted- 
ly he was as good as his word. 

Quett.6, What was the more immediate 
caufe of Socom’s overthrow ;— whether it 
was not their attempt againft the Angels? 

Anfw. Whena Veffel is jult ful, one drop 
more will make it raz over — That laft abo- 
minable Wickednefs and Impenitence, even 
after they were /truck, blind, did, no doubt, 
fill up the mea/ure of their Sins, and make’em 
ripe for Divine Vengeance. 

Queft. 7. “Tis {aidin the Hiftory of Abra- 
ham,— Three men /tood before bim, and he 
Seeing “em, fell down and faid,— My Lord,— 
The meaning of it ? 

Anfw. Some have hence endeavoured to 
prove the Trinity, but we have clearer 
places, and don’t weed it. What we efteem - 
more probable, is,— that one of thefe rhree 
men Or Angels which. appeared in the form of 
men, Was Chrift himlelf, the fecond perfon in 
the ever bleffed Trinity, who is called the An- 
gel of the Covenant, and the Angel which de- 
livered Jacob from ad evil, This Abraham 
knew, and accordingly adored him, not the 
others, which wou d have been Jdolatry. 

Queft. 3. Whether Pharoah mere. a proper 
Name, or only fignificant of the Royal tation 
among the Egyptians ? 

Anfw. From the Jong continuance of that 
Name through fo many Ages, and comparing 
ic with others like it, wegthink ic male pro- 


_bable that “twas both :— Firft, a Cognomen 


from fome accident or other affixed-to one 


of their Emperors, who being in high efteem 


amongft ‘em for his Prudence, Valour, or Vira. 
twe, it might afterwards be taken up by his 
Sueceffors for his and their own Honour, and 
the more to ingratiare chemfelves with the - 
cople, 
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P as we find in the Ce/a’s, and Auguft- 

ee the Romans,—and perhaps in other tn 
. : Di 

Queft. 9. Did our Saviowr's Humane or U1- 


vine Nature moft difplay it felf while he was 


th;— fince. tho be was Sinlefs and 
aie f yet he was in 


wrought Miracles like « God, yer he mar 
all an things Uke 4 man, borh sn his Lite 
and Death ? 

Anfw. Undoubtedly there appeared much 
more of his Humanity than of his Divinity 
while he was here; for his Divimity was in- 
deed fhronded or hid in his Humanity, he be- 
ing then in his ftatce of Exinanition and Humt- 
liation. And twas neceffary that he fhould 
be 0, otherv-ife he could not have died to 
have made us happy. 

Queft. 10. Why did not God create Man un- 
capable of {inning ? Pie 

Anfw. The very Queftion is little lefs 
than Nonfenfe — If he had been created unca- 

pable of finning he had not been man,— which 
he could not have been without a Root 7 L1- 
berty and Rational Powers,capable ot chufing and 
refufing Good and Evil:— Now, why God 
did create fuch a creature as this, \ hat can be 
a betrer reaton than thatthereby he might 
manifeft bimielf, and both exercife and de- 
mon{trate bis Wi/dom, Goodne/s, Mercy, Fuftice, 
Power, and all other his Divine Attributes, 
which are the fame with his Effence ; for no- 
thing but what's rationa! is a proper Subject for 
proper /umfhments anc Kewards 

Guett 11, U by dic C brilt take upon him the 
nature of Manon purpoje to fufier Death for our 

Redemption, and yet pray that that Cup 
might pafs from him ? 

Anfw. He dic not abfolutely pray that it 
might pa/s from him, but only, if it were pof- 
fible ;— and this to thew himtelf a real maz, 
and as fuch fenjible of pain, and detirous to 
avoid it s— bur this ftill wich che moft enue 
Submifjion and Kefignation to God's Will,-— as 
appears from the following words, Vor my 
Will, but thine be done. 

Queft. 12. What Notion can we have of the 
nature of that Being which never had a be- 
ginning ? 

Anjw. An imperfect one, for could we com- 
prebend him fully, we muft be not only as 
great, but alfo greater than be. Imperfeét 
therefore in relation tO ms, as are even moft 
or all of our Norions even about Senfible Ob- 

jeéts, ever pretenc with us, whereof we know 
bue very little asto their Properties or Na- 
twres,—- what ftrange thing then ist? If we 
can’t comprehend the incemprebenfible, if we 
are /o/t in what’s Spiritual, Infinite, and Eser- 
wal? Our belt notions of God are only ne ga- 
tive in refpect of our felves and our own 
weakne/s,—~ we remove all thofe Jmperfeétions 
which ere in our felves and attribute the con- 
travis hereof to that moft gloriom Being in 
whofe very Effencefis ‘incladed all po/fible 
perfection, ° 

Queft. 53. Who was ioft in rhe right, De- 
mocritus for laughing, or Heraclitus for 
weeping ? 


Anfm. Both equally in the wrong, one run 
ning as far in one extream as the other in the 
comrary. The world is not io bad nor mife- 
rable, but Heraclitus might have found fome- 
ching in it to have made him /mile wich a little 
more rea/on than feeing an 4/s n-umble Thijiles, 
nor fo sappy ; but Democrirus, if he haa had 

uch good nature, might have found Objects: 
int, more than enough to have /poiléd bis 
Laugher, In che mean time, as there are 
few perfons ws il! be daughed out of their faults, 
{oa man may ery his Heart out before even 
they Il amend "ems; and upon the v hole, 
‘rwas not atall likely either of thefe Fxrrava- 
gants{hou'd produce any good effeé by their 
bevnarviorr, ON the minds Of mien, Oiy making 
them {elves C6 nally viaiculows. 

Quett. 14. Mhether the ftratagem of Zopy- 
rus were fit for Imitation ? 

Anfw. By no means, and upon no account, 
The Story is,—- that he cut off his own iN’ fe, 
Ears, and Lips, and having thus frightfally 
mangled himleif, fell to the Babyloni.: o. 

whom his Mafter had long befeged in vain, 
pretending “twas he had fo w#/ed hin; by 
whom being believed and made their Gover- 
nour, he foon after found means to betray 
them and their City to Darius, wherein tis 2 
gueftion, whether he were more crz#e/ to 
binjelf, or falje to thofe who trated him, nei- 
ther of which teens to deferve either Lmitation 
Or Commendation. "Tis true, Darius highly e- 
freemed hiin tor the action, and he had reafon, 
fince he had not many Subjects who would 
endure fo much pain, and fuch a lafting 4i/- 
grace for him, to purchafe him fo eafie a 
Vittory: Bue after all, trufted he was by 
thofe people, and breach of Trust looks very 
ill, whatever be the occalion; a Traytor is like 
a Spye iy the Court or Camp of an Enemy, 
afort of a neceffary evil 5 but loisa Hangmais 
as well as both the cthers, whofe Office 
and Charaéter there are very few would be 
proud of. 

Queft. 15, What's the reafon that « 
Wound in any part of the Body by a gnawn 
or chaw’'d Bullet, proves incurable? 

Anfw. If it be really fo, the reafon may 
be becaufe the roughnefs of the Buller, and 
itsmany uamegual edges tare and jag the Fiefh 
in fuch a manner, that "tis impoffible it {houid 
ever clofe again, or admit of any Cure befides 
Amputation. 

Queft. 16. Why a Snake cut into f{evera} 
parts 5 will, if the pieces be -any rhing near, 
joyn again, and become found ard whole.— 
the Qucrift having lately feen it ? 

“inj, We fuppofe, if the Querift had 
not feen if himfelf , he would neve have be- 
lieved it ;— and he muft nor take it amifs 
if we defire the fame liberty,— and ’twill 
be time enough to enquire ito the rea/in 
of the thing when we are once fure of 
matter of Fatt,— which we are the more 
laclin’d to doubt, becaufe of the Company 
st comes in, as may be*feen by the two fol- 
lowing Queries fent by the fame Hand. 
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